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DOUBLE SENSE OF PROPHECY. 


TO PROFESSOR STUART.—LETTER IV. 
Rev. ann Dear Sm: 


I ENTERED, in my last, uponthe consideration of your arguments 
against the double sense of prophecy, drawn from the manner in 
which the Old Testament writers are quoted by the New. You 
are very strenuous in maintaining that this is such as to afford no 
proof of the doctrine in question, and in pursuing your argument 
on this head, you reduce the methods of quotation adopted by the 
New Testament writers to two:—the first, by simple and direct 
citation of a passage as prophetic ; the second, by way of suggest- 
ing resemblances. As to the former, you say it is too plain to 
need any particular comment, and the cursory reader undoubtedly 
receives the impression that it is a very easy matter to deter- 
mine what passages are cited as ‘ simply and directly prophetic,’ 
and what not; and yet the fact is, that here is precisely the very 
point of difficulty. Ifthis isa matter so exceedingly plain in your 
estimation, I have really some curiosity to know what you would 
consider obscure. For myself, I cannot but subscribe to the senti- 
ment of Dr. Woods in relation to this point :—* The inquiry which 
of the texts quoted in the New Testament are to be considered as 
predictions, is very important, and, like many others respecting the 
interpretation of the Scriptures, is encompassed with difficulties.” 
Essay on Insp. p. 40. These difficulties, however, he gives us some 
valuable rules to enable us to solve, but as we find nothing in 
your pages that recognises the _ so we are not to look 
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for any adminicular hints—even in a book made up of ‘ hints’—to 
help us in grappling with them. 

[ have endeavored, on the contrary, to show that the impres- 
sion naturally conveyed by your language on this head is altoge- 
ther erroneous—that the case so far from being a plain one, is 
involved in the profoundest obscurity, because that scarcely an in- 
stance can be adduced, where the formula of quotation is so pre- 
cise and unequivocal, as to preclude all doubt whether a particular 
prediction refers directly, primarily, and exclusively to the Mes- 
siah. The mode of citation is such as to leave it still a question, 
whether the announcement is not made through a typical medium, 
or through the vehicle of a double sense. You say indeed, “ Such 
are the passages, as I must believe, cited from Is. Lut. Ps. 1. xvi. 
XXII. XI.v. cx. and many other places.” (These ‘many other places’ 
by the way, ought to have been designated.) Even these very in- 
stances, however, we determine to be Messianic predictions rather 
from their own intrinsic character and scope, than from any express 
averment of Christ or his apostles ; and your language itself, ‘ as I 
must believe,’ clearly implies that it is uttered in view of some de- 
gree of countervailing evidence on the other side. It expresses a 
verdict which is the result of a balance of probabilities. 

We are constrained then to submit again the question to all re- 
flecting minds, whether your arguments on this head have at all 
advanced us towards your conclusion, that the usage and authority 
of the New Testament writers give us no warrant for recognising 
a double sense in the writers of the Old. This conclusion can only 
be established by showing clearly and unequivocally what that 
usage is; and this you havenot done. You have not, for instance, 
afforded me any criterion by which I can judge of the apostle’s de- 
sign in the quotation Heb. 2: 13, “ Behold I, and the children 
which God hath given me.” Thisis a passage quoted from Is.8 « 
18, on turning to which I find the prophet most unequivocally em- 
ploying the language respecting himself and his children. Yet it 
is clear that the apostle appeals to and cites the words as having a 
distinct reference to Christ. Now I would fain be instructed in 
what light this quotation is to be viewed. If it be here appealed to 
as a ‘ simple and direct prophecy’ of our Lord, we must sink Isaiah 
in the original oracle, when yet nothing is more obvious than that 
he uttered the words respecting himself. If we retain Isaiah as the 
wae subject of the passage, then we must admit a double sense. 

isguise it how we may, Christ is spoken of under the person of the 
. Between these alternatives-you are left the consolation, 
such as it 1s, of a choice. Precisely the same difficulty occurs in 
regard to Heb. 1: 5, “I will be to him a father, and he shall be to 
meason.” Ido not perceive any thing more obvious in the Old 
Testament than that this is spoken, 2 Sam. 7: 14, of Solomon. ¥et 
here itis applied to Christ. But how does your rule apply tot? 
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Is this one of the cases too plain to need comment, where a passage 
is ‘appealed to and cited as simply and directly prophetic,’ that is, 
in contradistinction from the double sense, when, at the same time, 
Solomon was not more conspicuous at the dedication of the temple, 
than he is in these words? If, then, we are required, by apostolic 
authority, to behold Christ in this promise, we must certainly see 
him not only in Solomon’s throne, but as bearing Solomon’s name ; 
and this is a case of double sense, if that phrase has any sense at 


It would be exceedingly easy to multiply examples of this kind 
to a far greater extent, but as my intended limits enforce brevity, I 
turn again from the first to the second head of your remarks on 
the principle of the New Testament quotations from the Old. 
These heads do in fact so run into each other in your mode of 
treating them, that it is scarcely possible to discriminate the one 
from the other. On bringing the first to the test, and attempting to 
ascertain how it is that the Old Testament Scriptures are ‘ appealed 
to and cited as simply and directly prophetic,’ we have seen that 
that method of quotation necessarily embraces a multitude of cases 
that come under the second class of ‘suggested resemblances.’ 
Scarcely a ~~ passage can be adduced which answers to the 
conditions you have stated as to the mode of New Testament ap- 


peal. The New Testament writers do next to never make cita- 
tions as ‘simply and directly prophetic, if you mean by that 


phrase a mode that absolutely excludes the admission of types and 
double senses. There are no appeals that come nearer to your de- 
finition than those in which the Messiah is spoken of under the 
character of David and Solomon ; and this brings them at once un- 
der your second head, and clothes them, asI contend, with the at- 
tribute of double sense. But upon this second head, I have some- 
thing farther to add. 

The fact of typical institutions, under the old economy, you 
very explicitly admit; and you rest the admission upon very suffi- 
cient grounds :—“ If the Jewish dispensation was designed to be 
preparatory to the Christian one, what less could be rationally ex- 
pected, than that there would be such a significancy in many of its 
institutions ?” What less, indeed! But then you are very peremp- 
tory (occasionally, not uniformly) in the requisition, that “we 
should not take every resemblance that fancy can draw be- 
tween earlier and later occurrences or personages, as constituting a 
type, in a true and scriptural sense. We must limit types of this 
character only to such things or persons as were designed to afford 
resemblances that might convey instruction to the ancient church.” 
To the soundness of all this I have no intention at present of ob- 
jecting. But I have some queries to propose, as to the remarks 
that follow. “On the same ground, for substance,” you say, “we 
may place a class of texts cited inthe New Testament, which have 
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generally been regarded as the most difficult of all.” You then go 
on to specify Matt. 2: 15, “Out of Egypt have I called my son,” 
which you tell us, “as written by the prophet (Hos. 11: 1), is no 
part of a prediction, nor is designed to be one, but is a simple de- 
claration of a historical truth,” applied by way of accommodation 
to the recall of Jesus from a temporary exile into Egypt. In this 
sense you suppose the words of the ancient prophet may be said, 
according to scriptural usage, to have received a adzjpworg or ful- 
filment. Granting all this to be so, on which, however, I am far 
from being satisfied, I am still at a loss to understand how a quota- 
tion of this character, which is in no sense a prediction, and which 
lacks the very essential element of a type, by not being a designed 
but merely a casual coincidence, is to be ‘ placed on the same ground’ 
with what you would consider types after the strictest construction. 
What have they in common that should bring them together in the 
same class, or under the same head? There is indeed the general 
characteristic of resemblance in the two cases ; but you tell us that 
resemblance alone does not constitute type, and you are here treat- 
ing of types, if you purpose to say any thing that bears on the doc- 
trine of double sense. The fact seems to be, that you wished to 
bring under one head all those quotations which involve the gen- 
eral attribute of resemblance,,and the consequence is that you have 
confounded things that essentially differ. On no grounds of logical 
propriety can the quotation, John 19: 36, “ Nota bone of him shall 
be broken,” come into the same category with that, Matt.2: 15, 
“ Out of Egypt have I called my son,” if the latter be, as you af- 
firm, and I do not at present deny, a mere accommodation. The 
one is a designed and the other a casual prefiguration. At least, 
as you expressly say that “the paschal lamb was a type of the 
Lamb of God which taketh away the sins of the world,” I infer 
that you would not refuse to consider the incident above mentioned 
as strictly typical. But however this may be, I repeat that your 
treatment of the subject under this head is confused and cloudy to 
the last degree. You start with the avowed purpose of showing 
that the mode of quotation adopted by the New Testament writers 
affords no warrant for the doctrine of a double sense. This mode, 
you say, is twofold ; the one by appeal to Old Testament passages 
as ‘simply and directly prophetic;’ the other by ‘ suggesting resem~ 
blances,’ under which last you tell us is included all that is properly 
called type in the Old Testament. This gives you occasion to dwell 
upon the nature of a scriptural type, and to lay down ihe position, 
that the fact of one thing being typical of another, does not neces- 
sarily infer a double or occult sense of words, all which, whether 
true or not, is doubtless pertinent to your point. But when you 
come on in the next paragraph to say that “On the same ground, 
for substance,” is to be placed a class of quotations which are nei- 
ther typical nor predictive, but merely applied by way of accommo- 
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dation, I am at once brought to the query, what relation these 
quotations have to the others, and why they were not made to con- 
stitute a distinct class, as they are beyond question of an utterly di- 
verse character. But taking them as they stand, however mal- 
apropos, we shall find, perhaps, that they yield other matter of 
stricture than merely their classification. 

The first important citation which you proceed to remark upon, 
in this connexion, is from the 69th Psalm, which you adduce as a 
striking specimen of the accommodated kind of application of 


Old Testament texts, of which you make so much. 1 give your 
own words :— 


“ David here describes, in very vivid colors, the persecution of his en- 
emies, deprecates their malignity, and predicts their overthrow. That 
is own personal enemies are here meant, and that David, in propria 
persona speaks, and for himself, is clear from the tenor of the composi- 
tion. That David is originally and personally meant, and not Christ, is 
clear from v.5: ‘O God, thou knowest my foolishness, and my sins are 
not hidden from thee.’ Could he ‘who knew no sin’ make such a con- 
fession? No; here is the proper and original David, and here, of course, 
are his personal enemies. Yet in v. 9th we find the expression, ‘The 
zeal of thine house hath eaten me up;’ and this is applied by the disci- 
to Jesus, when he *drove from the temple the traffickers who pro- 
ed it, Jehn 2:17. So again, in v.21: ‘They gave me gall for my 
meat, and in my thirst they gave me vinegar to drink,’ which is applied 
to Jesus in John 19: 28, 29, and probably in Matt. 27; 34, 48, and Mark 
15: 23. John intimates, that when the vinegar was given to Jesus on 
the cross, there was ‘a fulfilment of the Scriptures.’ And undoubtedly 
there was, in the sense already explained. There was an event like to 
that in ancient times. David’s bitter enemies persecuted him to the 
greatest extremity. They ‘gave him gall to eat and vinegar to drink,’ 
not in the literal sense, probably, but in the figurative one. But the 
spiritual David was persecuted more bitterly still, even unto death. _Lit- 
erally even did they give him vinegar to drink, mingled with gall, Matt. 
27: 34. Here was a ainowors, a filling wp, a completing in a higher 
sense that which was done in ancient times. A more important person- 
age was here concerned ; and the passage of Scripture in Ps. 69: 21, 
when applied to Jesus, stands forth as a mest prominent and lively de- 
scription of his sufferings.”—p. 37. 


My first remark upon this paragraph is one of surprise that you 
should admit the 22d Psalm to be asimple and direct prophecy of 
our Lord, and yet refuse this character to the 69th. I cannot cite 
them at length, but I am utterly at a loss to conceive the possibil- 
ity of any one’sreading the two consecutively, and not feeling that 
they are of identical scope, and requiring to be interpreted on the 
same principle. I am sure that the reader who shall pause for a 
few moments and turn to the Psalms in question, will share with 
mein the wonder that I now express. He will be astonished to 
find you regarding the former as pointing primarily and exclu- 
sively to the Messiah, and the latter as detailing certain incidents 
in the history of David, which had merely a sort of hap-hazard ‘ re- 
semblance’ to particular events that befell the Messiah, on the 
ground of which the or accommodate the one to the 
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other. And what is your grand objection to considering this Psalm 
as directly predicting the Saviour ? “ That David is originally and 
personally meant, and not Christ, is clear, from v. 5, ‘O God, thou 
knowest my foolishness, and my sins are not hidden from thee.’ 
Could he‘ who knew no sin’ make such a confession?’ —Confes- 
sion! What evidence is there of this being a confession? He is 
merely appealing to God, the Omniscient Searcher of hearts, as his 
witness to the falsity of the charges so maliciously brought against 
him. It is equivalent to saying, “ Behold me, O God, loaded with 
foul aspersions. See thy faithful servant borne down by crimina- 
tions and allegations of the basest stamp. Thou hearest the charges 
of perverseness and iniquity which are heaped upon me. _ Right- 
eous Father, I turn in this extremity to thee. Thou, who knowest 
all things, knowest what ground there is for these slanderous im- 

utations. Thou knowest all the ‘ foolishness’ and ‘sin’ which can 
in truth be charged upon me. My whole soul is open before thee, 
and with unwavering confidence do I refer myself to thee.’ The 
words are in fact rather a profession of innocence than a confession 
of guilt ; and are therefore perfectly applicable to the Messiah and 
perfectly in keeping with the general tone of the Psalm. So little 
ground is there for resolving these signal predictions respecting the 
consuming zeal of the Lord’s house, and the giving of gall and vin- 
egar to drink, into mere ‘accommodations’ founded upon incidental 
or accidental coincidences in the lot of David and of Christ. In- 
deed, I would ask, what is the argument from prophecy good for, 
in our controversy with the infidel, if one of the most clear, express, 
and astonishingly accurate announcements of the Old Testament is 
thus to be frittered away to a mere casual ‘resemblance’? Have 
we lived to see the expounders of holy writ handing back to the 
followers of Anthony Collins the very weapons of reasoning which 
that arch-sophist wielded against the claims of the Messiah, and 
which were so effectually wrested from him by the logical prowess 
of Warburton and Chandler ? 

The grand purpose of his work, as you are aware, is to prove 
that Christ was an impostor ; and the drift of his argument may be 
thus stated :—Jesus Christ claims to be the promised Messiah of the 
Jews; he proposes himself as the Great Deliverer announced in 
their sacred books; yet none of these prophecies can be under- 
stood of Jesus except in a secondary sense ; but a secondary sense is 
fanatical, chimerical, and contrary to all scholastic rules of inter- 
pretation ; consequently, Jesus not being really predicted in the 
Jewish writings, his pretensions are false and groundless. In en- 
tering upon an elaborate and most triumphant refutation of the fal- 
lacy involved in this argument, Warburton remarks: “ The nature 
of a double sense in prophecies hath been so little seen or inquired 
into, that some divines, who agree in nothing else, have yet agreed 
to second this assertion of Mr. Collins, and with the same frank- 
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ness and confidence to pronounce that a double sense is indeed en- 
thusiastical and unscholastic. To puta stop, therefore, to this 
growing evil, sown first by Socinus, and since become so pestilent 
to revelation, is not among the last purposes of the following dis- 
course.”—Div. Leg. Vol. Il. B. VI. § 6. 

But I beg you to pause with me a little longer on the New 
Testament citations from this remarkable Psalm. You say the lan- 
guage of v.21, “They gave me gall for my meat, and in my 
thirst they gave me vinegar to drink,” was applied by the Evan- 
gelist to Jesus, John 19: 28, 29, merely because the like event 
happened to David, of which, however, as a literal fact, you admit 
at the same time that there is not a shadow of proof. The reason 
that prompts you to this construction is, that you find a single sen- 
tence in the Psalm that strikes you as inconsistent with the sinless 
character of Christ, and therefore you deem yourself bound to deny 
that any part of it refers directly and primarily to him. On the 
other hand, as the 22d Psalm, which is of perfectly analogous pur- 
port, contains nothing that may not be viewed as naturally Messi- 
anic in its original scope, you have no difficulty in understanding it 
as ‘ directly prophetic’ of Christ. Now in that Psalm occurs the 
following passage, v.18: “ They part my garments among them, 
and cast lots upon my vesture ;” thus quoted, John 19: 24: “They 
said therefore among themselves, Let us not rend it, but cast lots for 
it whose it shall be; that the scripture might be fulfilled which saith, 
They parted my raiment among them, and for my vesture they did 
cast lots.”” On the principles of your interpretation, these two quo- 
tations belong to classes toto celo different. The one is a ‘simple 
and direct prophecy’ of what was to happen to the Saviour in the 
hour of his crucifixion, without any reference whatever to David, 
the other is merely the application of a fortuitous incident which 
occurred to David, and without the slightest original designed 
reference to the holy Sufferer to whom it is accommodated by the 
Evangelist! Now, Sir, I must be allowed to say, that if you seri- 
ously anticipate the reception of such hermeneutik as this to any 
great extent beyond your recitation-room, I am fearful there is 
some considerable disappointment in store for you. I believe you 
will encounter a most obstinate refusal to recognise a radical differ- 
ence between things so palpably identical. 

But we have not yet done with this pregnant Psalm. 


“In Romans 11: 9, 10 Paul quotes vs. 22, 23, (with some little variation 
from the original,) and applies them to the state of the Jews in his day, 
as descriptive of their blindness, stupidity, and unbelief. Literally and 
originally the descriptions here were applied to David’s enemies; but 
David’s Son, who is called Lord by his earthly ancestor (Matt. 32: 45), 
applies them with still greater force to his own enemies.”—p. 38. 


The passage quoted at length is as follows: “ And David saith, 
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Let their table be made a snare, and a trap, and a stumbling-block, 
and a recompense unto them: let their eyes be darkened that they 
may not see, and bow down their back always.” This you con- 
tend had no prophetic reference whatever in the design of the Holy 
Spirit to the enemies of Christ, but solely to those of David, and 
is here applied to gospel times by way of accommodation. How 
much easier, simpler, and more native the view which makes this 
language either an intended typical announcement of what should 
happen to the rejecters of the Messiah, or a direct and exclusive 
prophecy concerning them. Indeed your own words would be 
naturally understood as describing a typical application of the pas: 
sage, if you had not previously been so careful to advertise us that 
the principle on which the apostle employs it is not that of type 
but of accommodation ; for you say, that “the spiritual David 
was persecuted more bitterly still, even unto death.” What is 
a ‘spiritual David’ but David in a spiritual, i. e. a double 
sense? So much more readily does the language of truth 
and common sense suggest itself, than that of forced and way- 
ward construction, that a man often finds himself adopting it 
when it is against his main purpose, and bis heart ‘ meaneth not so.’ 
I am wel] aware that it would ill become me to characterize 
your reasoning on the Psalm before us in this manner if I could not 
produce the most cogent evidence in favor of the direct, original, 
designed reference of the writer’s words to the person and lot of 
the Messiah. If any thing more is necessary on this head than 
what I have already adduced, see it already furnished to our hand 
by the apostle in this same epistle to the Romans, ch. 16: 1+3:“We 
then that are strong ought to bear with the infirmities of the weak, 
and not to please ourselves. Let every one of us please his neigh- 
bor for his good to edification. For even Christ pleased not him- 
self; but, as it is written, The reproaches of them that reproached 
thee fell on me.” This is a citation, exact to the letter, of v. 9 of 
this very Psalm; and I would ask if any thing can be more obvi- 
ous, than that Paul understood the Psalmist as speaking directly of 
Christ? If not, how does the quotation prove his point? He is 
enjoining a duty upon Christians which he would enforce by the 
example of Christ, and for this end he cites a testimony confirming 
the fact of Christ’s possessing the character which he would have 
his followers evince. In the nature of the case, it was necessa 
that this testimony should have been borne originally of him, or it 
was not ad rem. If it were spoken of any one else it would not 
prove his point. He therefore quotes this passage from the 69th 
Psalm as one which would at once be recognised as testifying of 
Jesus, and would consequently be authoritative as such. Indeed if 
this be not an instance of that kind of quotation which you bring 
under your first head of ‘simply and directly prophetic,’ and of 
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which you say it is ‘ too plain to need comment,’ then I may safely 
challenge you to produce a single example of this nature from the 
whole New Testament. 

I follow in your lead still farther in regard to this interesting 
portion of the Old Testament. 


“ Nor is even this all the use which is made in the New Testament of 
this strikingly descriptive Psalm. Peter (Acts 1: 20) applies to Judas the 
25th verse: ‘ Let his habitation be desolate, and let no man dwell there- 
in.” He even adds, that the Holy Ghost, by the mouth of David, spake 
concerning Judas (v. 16), and apparently he means to include verse 25 
in what was said ; see Acts 1: 20, which begins the quotation with a yao. 
In the same breath, Peter quotes another passage from Ps. 109 : 9, (whic 
Psalm is altogether of the like tenor with Psalm Lx1x.), which runs thus: 
‘His bishopric let another man take.’ The fair question now is: Was 
Judas originally meant here? The tenor of both Psalms shows clearly 
that he was not. Yet David, as king, was beyond all reasonable doubt 
a type of king Messiah ; and what is done in San re to the type, may, by 


the usage of the New Testament writers, be applied to the antitype. The 


Holy Ghost did truly speak that which is applicable to Judas, or which 
deeply concerns Judas, inasmuch as he hath, by the mouth of David, 
spoken what is exactly and highly descriptive of Judas’s character and 
Gniny—p 38. 

Most cheerfully do I give you the credit of plain speaking in this 
paragraph. Here is no discoursing in nubibus—no sentences wrap- 
ped in Delphic ambiguity. You have put your meaning beyond 
the reach of mistake; whether beyond that of refutation remains 
to be seen. My first impulse on the perusal of this extract is to 
give vent to large expressions of amazement at the decision which 
you pronounce upon the tenor of the texts here adduced. You will 
probably smile at the simplicity which, in view of such a stretch 
of exegetical hardihood, can say that it trembles for the ark of God. 
But I should not feel, in uttering such language, that I was prompt- 
ed by a weak and gratuitous concern for the honor of divine truth. 
Isee a mode of interpretation here adopted which bodes any thing 
but good to the interests of revelation. 

But lamentation is not logic, and I proceed to an argumentative 
notice of your positions. And first let me cite at length the words 
of Peter, so far as the quotation is concerned. ‘“ And in those days 
Peter stood up in the midst of the disciples, and said, (the number 
of the names together were about an hundred and twenty,) Men 
and brethren, this scripture must needs have been fulfilled, which 
the Holy Ghost by the mouth of David’ spake before concerning 
Judas, which was guide to them that took Jesus. For it is written 
in the book of Psalms, Let his habitation be desolate, and let no 
man dwell therein: and, His bishoprick let another take.” Now 
what is your verdict upon this? A glance at your language as 
quoted above informs us. ‘“ Was Judas originally meant here? 
The tenor of both Psalms shows clearly that he wasnot.” Then I 
say 1 will defy any man to produce a single quotation in the New 
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Testament that shall come fairly under your first head of ‘ simply 
and directly prophetic.’ There isno more unequivocal case in the 
whole compass of the New Covenant. Here is a scripture of which 
we are expressly assured in so many words that the “ Holy Ghost 
spake it by the mouth of David before concerning Judas,” and yet 
we are told that the Holy Ghost meant no such thing, but merely 
prompted David to utter a sentence which, though applied to the trai- 
tor Judas Iscariot, was no more truly intended of him than it was of 
Benedict Arnold! I say this distinctly and deliberately. I unequivo- 
cally affirm, that on the principles of your interpretation, the oracle 
refers to the one as much as to the other, and that I do the truth no 
wrong by substituting the one name for the other in the following 
sentence, which you have indited in this connexion: “The Holy 
Ghost did truly speak that which is applicable to the traitor Arnold, 
inasmuch as he hath, by the mouth of David, spoken respecting 
David’s enemies, what is exactly and highly descriptive of Ar- 
nold’s character and destiny.” The only difference is, that Arnold 
lost his military command, and Judas lost his bishopric. I am very 
averse to characterize by the epithets that suggest themselves a 
style of exegesis which brings us, by inevitable sequence, to such 
results as these. 

It certainly has a very strange air as coming from one whose 
principal object is to protest against the substitution of fancy and 
conjecture in the interpretation of the Scriptures, in the place of es- 
tablished principle and rule; and who says of himself, that with a 
sincere love for all that is new, whenever it is better than the old, 
he is still throughout this book a thorough conservative in respect 
to the fixed and immutable principles of reasonable hermeneutics! 
If your conservatism is consistent with such destructive modes of 
dealing with established principles as those now exhibited, it would 
seem to need reinforcing by some elements of greater strength than 
at present enter into the compound. 

The conclusion to which you come, is one that was unhappily 
forced upon you by the denial of the perfeet affinity of scope be- 
tween the 69th Psalm and the 22d. The latter you admit to be 
strictly and exclusively Messianic, the former not. But how it is 
possible for any one to read these two Psalms in connexion, and 
not be convinced, that if one of them refers originally to the Mes- 
siah, the other must equally point to him, is a marvel that I must 
despair of ever comprehending. The reader who will allow him- 
self to be long enough diverted from my pages or yours to make 
the comparison for himself, cannot fail to sympathize with me in 
the consciousness of having encountered, on this score, a problem 
that he knows not how to solve. 

I cannot leave this subject without urging again upon your at- 
tention another of the consequences that flow from your assump- 
tion. The expression referred to by the evangelist, John 19: 28, 
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29, “ They gave me vinegar and gall to drink,” you say cannot be 
understood as spoken originally of our Lord, because the Psalm in 
which it occurs is applied to him, not as its primary theme, but 
only by way of accommodation. But as the 22d Psalm points to 
him directly and originally, therefore there is no need of accomme- 
dation in applying any part of it to him to whom the whole design- 
edly refers. Now in this Psalm we meet with the following sen- 
tence, which is also alluded to, Matt. 27: 43, as having been 
fulfilled at the crucifixion, “ He trusted in the Lord that he would 
deliver him ; let him deliver him, seeing he delighted in him.” 
This you admit of course to be a direct prophecy of what was to 
happen to the Messiah, while that respecting the vinegar and the 
gall had no such original reference, but was a mere casual incident, 
which might be accommodated to Christ in his agony, and was. 
I would ask then whether you seriously imagine that such a para- 
doxical mode of construing these scriptures, will ever meet with a 
favorable reception from intelligent minds? Will they admit for 
a moment that two cases so perfectly similar in all their attributes 
and relations, are to be interpreted on principles so utterly diverse ? 
Never. Your scheme of construction has only to be known to be 
repudiated at once by the great mass of those who are capable of 
forming an opinion. 

But here I pause. I shall hope in one or two additional letters to 
finish my remarks on that part of your volume which treats of the 
double sense of prophecy. The way will then be prepared for an 
examination of the other two remaining heads, which | shall aim to 
accomplish in shorter compass. 

Very respectfully, 
Yours inthe Gospel, G. Busu. 





THE JUDGMENT OF THE BEAST AND THE LITTLE HORN, SUC- 
CEEDED BY THE EVERLASTING KINGDOM OF THE SAINTS 


EXPOSITION OF DANIEL VII. 928. 


[CONTINUED. | 


1 beheld even till the beast was slain, and his body destroyed, and 
given to the burning flame. The destruction of the fourth or Ro- 
man Beast, is the subject of this part of the vision. This we have 
endeavored to show was accomplished by two distinct stages; the 
one his slaying by the sword, the other his being given to the burn- 
ing flame. The former is to be referred to his extinction under his 
fifth head by the slaughtering sword of the Goths, near the close of 
the fifth century, the other to a subsequent catastrophe that should 
befall the Beast, in his revived state, by means of the ‘fire and brim- 
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stone’ of modern warfare. And let us here repeat the remark, 
that it is this circumstance of the slaying and the reviving that 
connects this vision of Daniel so intimately with that of John in the 
Apocalypse : “ And I saw one of his heads as it were wounded to 
death, and his deadly wound was healed.”’ As the life of an ani- 
mal is concentrated in its head, the deadly wound of the head would 
be fatal to the whole body, so that in the death of the head died 
the entire beast. But this deadly wound the prophet sees healed 
again, and consistency requires us to suppose that this healing of 
the head was the revival of the whole Beast. All this when trans- 
lated into the language of historical fact imports nothing more nor 
less, than that the Roman empire, after becoming imperially ex- 
tinct by the conquest of the Goths, was again restored to political 
life in the coronation of Charlemagne as Emperor of the West. 
Nothing is easier than to make out this fact from the records of 
history ; and equally obvious is it, that the restoration was brought 
about by the procurement of the Roman hierarchy, who in resusci- 
tating the defunct empire of the Czsars animated the image of the 
first Beast. Thus Sigonius, one of the high authorities of Gibbon, 
after describing the ceremonies of Charlemagne’s investiture with 
the title of “ Carolus Augustus Imperator Romanorum,” goes on 
to say, “ Ceterum hunc dignitatis imperatoriz titulum, cum in Mo- 
myllo Augustulo, ultimo Occidentis imperatore, ante trecentos fermé 
annos sub regnum Gothorum in Italia defecisset, in eodem Occidente 
pontifex renovavit ut haberet ecclesia Romana adversus infideles, 
hereticos, ac seditiosos defensorem.”’ And thus this title of imperial 
rank, which had failed about three hundred years before, under the 
dominion of the Goths in Italy, in the person of Momyllus Augus- 
tulus, the Roman pontiff now RENEWED, that the church might have 
a patron-defender against infidels, heretics, and the disaffected.— 
(Hist. de Reg. Ital. B. 1V.p. 158.) When we add to this the fact 
already mentioned, of the commemorative coin struck in Charle- 
magne’s time having the inscription “ Renovatio Romani imperii,” 
a copy of which may be seen in James’s Life of Charlemagne, 
( Harpers’ Fam. Lib. Vol. LX.), no ground seems Jeft for doubt, that 
we have put the right construction upon the visionary scenery. 
The Beast thus revived is to be gradually consumed and finally 
destroyed by being given to the ‘burning flame.’ This we have 
endeavored to show is but a symbolic mode of announcing the sig- 
nal catastrophe of that empire by the wasting judgment of war as 
carried on mainly by the agency of gunpowder, and this view of 
the subject we propose to confirm still farther by citing a passage 
where the same symbol has unquestionably the import that we here 
ascribe to it. Inthe highly wrought emblematic description of 
the wo of the Sixth Trumpet of the Apocalypse, ch. 9: 17, 18, it is 
said: “And thus I saw the horses in the vision, and them that sat 
on them, having breastplates of fire, and of jacinth, and brimstone: 
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and the heads of the horses were as the heads of lions; and out of 
their mouths issued fire, and smoke, and brimstone. By these three 
was the third part of men killed, by the fire, and by the smoke, and 
by the brimstone, which issued out of their mouths.” The expla- 
nation given by Faber of the mystic machinery of this vision, which 
has reference to the myriads of the Turkish horsemen, is undoubt- 
edly the true one: “lreadily agree with those commentators who 
have supposed the flashes of fire attended by smoke and brimstone, 
which the prophet imagined to proceed from the mouths of the 
horses, were in reality the flashes of artillery. Cannon of an enor- 
mous size were employed by Mohammed the Second in the siege of 
Constantinople, and it was chiefly by their instrumentality that he 
succeeded in taking the metropolitan city, and in thus politically 
slaying the apocalyptic third part of men.” If then the symbol 
has this import in one part of the prophecy, why not in another ? 
What valid objection can be urged against a solution which has the 
evidence of historic facts and of prophetic usage so strongly in its 
favor ? If the prophecy were confined to Rome or to Italy, we 
might be disposed to recognise an intimation of a volcanic catastro- 
phe, which should ingulf the city or the country that had been so 
ong the seat of this disastrous empire. But the ‘ body’ of the 
Beast embraces in fact the leading kingdoms of Europe, and we 
see no reason to suppose that such a doom awaits them. In what 
other conclusion then can we rest, than that the predicted destruc- 
tion by the fiery flame is neither more nor less than a judicial wast- 
ing away by the carnage of war?—and consequently that this 
judgment, being gradual in its operation, has already in great mea- 
sure been consummated ? How much of it yet remains to be ac- 
complished, time only can tell. Certain it is, that the philosophic 
mind of this age is forming a continually heightening estimate of 
the stupendous importance of that series of revolutions which, com- 
mencing in France in 1789, has in its progress so completely trans- 
formed the face of Europe. Nearly all the governments of the 
countries constituting the ten kingdoms of the Roman earth have 
been subverted, and the Papal power, as a secular sovereignty, 
in fact degraded and extinguished. “ During the twenty-five years 
of its progress,” says Mr. Alison, “the world has gone through 
more than five hundred years of its ordinary existence.” “The 
pillage of the Papal states by the French in 1797,” says Mr. Bick- 
ersteth, “ was such as to drain them of its specie, and to take away 
all the jewels and precious stones they could find. The French am- 
bassador wrote to Napoleon, stating, ‘ discontent is at its highest in 
the Papal states. The payment of 30,000,000, stipulated by the 
treaty of Solentino, at the close of so many previous losses, nas to- 
tally exhausted the old carcass. We are making it consume by a 
slow fire.” No one can fail to perceive how strikingly this lan- 
guage is conformed to that of the prophet, Rev. 17: 16 : “And the 
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ten horns which thou sawest upon the beast, these shall hate the 
whore, and shall make her desolate and naked, and shall eat her 
flesh, and burn her with fire.” That is, in the dire and desolating 
effects of war, they shall spoil her of her riches, her revenues, and 
her ornaments, and leave her, as a conflagration leaves a splendid 
palace or cathedral, in which a mere mass of blackened walls, pil- 
Jars and turrets, is all that survives the flames. 

We adduce in this connexion a passage from the Apocalypse 
bearing undoubtedly on the same period and the same events, 
though couched in a style of such lofty symbolical import, that it 
has usually been construed as having entirely another scope, and 


even by some referred to the second personal advent of Christ— 
Rev. 19: 11-20: 


“AndIsaw heaven opened, and behold, a white horse ; and he that 
sat upon him was called Faithful and True, and in righteousness he doth 
judge and make war. His eyes were as a flame of fire, and on his head 
were many crowns: and he had a name written, that no man knew, but 
he himself. And he was clothed with a vesture dipped im blood : and his 
name is called The Word of God. And the armies which were in hea- 
ven followed him upon white horses, clothed in fine linen, white and 
clean. And out of his mouth goetha sharp sword, that with it he should 
smite the nations: and he shall rule them with a rod of iron: and he 
treadeth the wine-press of the fierceness and wrath of Almighty God. 
And he hath on his vesture and on his thigh a name written, KING OF 
KINGS, AND LORD OF LORDS. And I saw an angel standing in 
the sun; and he cried with a loud voice, saying to all the fowls that fly 
in the midst of heaven, Come, and gather yourselves together unto the 
supper of the great God: that ye may eat the flesh of kings, and the flesh 
of captains, and the flesh of mighty men, and the flesh of horses, and of 
them that sit on them, and the flesh of all men, both free and bond, both 
small and great. And I saw the beast, and the kings of the earth, and 
their armies, gathered together to make war against him that sat on the 
horse, and against hisarmy. And the beast was taken, and with him the 
false prophet that wrought miracles before him, with which he deceived 
them that had received the mark of the beast, and them that worshipped 


his image. These both were cast alive into a lake of fire burning with 
brimstone.” 


The point of time to which we are carried back as the commenc- 
ing date of this sublime order of events, when heaven was opened 
and the Celestial Champion issued forth with his white-robed reti- 
nue, we do not assume precisely to define. It would not perhaps be 
hazarding much to refer it to the time of the Reformation, when a 
new influx of spiritual light may be said to have opened heaven by 
disclosing the interior and darkened sense of the inspired oracles. 
Yet we are inclined, upon the whole, to fix upon a period still later 
as that which was mainly in the eye of the inditing Spirit. As 
the opening of heaven is one of the grand events of the Seventh 
Trumpet, Rev. 11: 19, we may probably consider that item of the 
scenery as designed to connect the time of this issuing forth of the 
heavenly Warrior with the events of the Seventh Trumpet, and as 
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we consider that Trumpet to have sounded its ominous blast be- 
tween the middle and the close of the last century, so we shall on 
this view be led to fix upon that grand series of revolutions which 
commenced with the French about 1790, and which shook so tre- 
mendously the entire fabric of European monarchies, as the truth 
and substance of the symbolic picture here so sublimely spread be- 
fore us. Indeed the more attentively we ponder the subject, the 
more strongly do we incline to the opinion that the last great con- 
flict of prophecy is past. 

However this may be, we have here an expansion of the brief 
declaration, Rev. 17: 14, respecting the kings (kingdoms) consti- 
tuting the body of the Beast: “ These shall make war with the Lamb, 
and the Lamb shall overcome them; for he is Lord of lords and 
King of kings, and they that are with him are called, and chosen, 
and faithful.” We have in the passage before us a more detailed 
account of this conflict, which according to the genius of prophecy 
is not restricted to any one crisis, but extended through a long tract 
of time, and gradually brought to an issue. The august personage 
who comes forth in a mystical Avatar at the head of the celestial 
cohorts, and of whom it may be said in the striking language of 
the poet, 


“ Heaven’s fiery horse beneath his warrior form, 
Paws the light vlouds and gallops on the storm,” 


is in fact no other than a sublime personification of Christianity. It 
is not Christ in person, for he does not then personally appear, but it 
is the spiritual power of his religion, it is the embodied life and en- 
ergy of his gospel, asserting itself against that stupendous system 
of despotism and delusion which had so long reigned paramount 
over the territories of the Roman Beast. Against this system of 
regal and hierarchical oppression the genius of Christianity is or- 
dained to wage a war of utter extermination. The period has now 
arrived which is more especially but not exclusively hinted at in 
the 110th Psalm, when the Lord was to “strike through kings in 
the day of his wrath, to judge among the heathen, to fill the places 
with the dead bodies, and to wound the heads over many coun- 
tries.” The very day has now come to which the prophet’s words 
pre-eminently refer, Isaiah 63: 1-6 : 


“ Who is this that cometh from Edom, with dyed garments from Boz- 
rah? this that is glorious in his apparel, travelling in the greatness of his 
strength? I that speak in righteousness, mighty to save. Wherefore 
art thou red in thine apparel, and thy garments like him that treadeth in 
the wine fat? I have trodden the wine-press alone ; and of the people 
there was none with me: for I will tread them in mine anger, and tram- 
ple them in my fury, and their blood shall be sprinkled upon my gar- 
menta, and I will stain all my raiment. For the day of vengeance is in 
my heart, and the year of my redeemed is come. And I looked, and there 
was none to help; and I wondered that there was none to uphold; there- 
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fore mine own arm brought salvation unto me; and my fury, it upheld 
me. And Iwill tread down the people in mine anger, and make them 
drunk in my fury, and I will bring down their strength to the earth.” 


But the costume of the imagery is to be strictly noted. The 
name which should characterize the Celestial Warrior, and which 
should appear on his forehead, like the inscription on the golden 
plate of the high priest, is concealed by the towering array of dia- 
dems which sink low and rise high on his majestic brows, and for 
this reason fails to be read by the observant eye. But we are soon 
informed that that name is the Worp or Gop, although known only 
to him who bears it, and the intimation undoubtedly is, that the 
true-character of this stupendous agency ts not recognised by Chris- 
tendom at large. It is the Word of God mystically personified 
that accomplishes the victories ascribed to it, and though this fails 
to be perceived at the time by the mass of men, yet the inspired 
word knows its own contents, and is well aware of those grand pro- 
phetic purposes which its inherent spiritual virtue is destined to 
achieve. We see then with what propriety it is said, that this ma- 
jestic mounted Hero “ had a name written that no man knew but 
he himself.” A series of grand political revolutions, attended by the 
effusion of rivers of blood, was to ensue, which should eventuate in 
the destruction of the Beast, and his ecclesiastical colleague the 
False Prophet, and these revolutions were really to spring from the 
operation of the principles emanating from the gospel of Jesus 
Christ. The spirit of that gospel is thespirit of liberty. Its genius 
is in the highest sense “ the genius of universal emancipation.” By 
that spirit have the wars of Europe for the last hundred years been 
mainly prompted. They have been the strugglings of the nations 
to throw off oppression, and tore-assert the usurped prerogatives of 
humanity. To no other source are they legitimately to be traced 
by reason ; tono other source are they actually referred by prophecy. 
Meanwhile the uninstructed eye of historians and statesmen has 
failed in the main to perceive those hidden influences which were 
really at work in the central machinery of these great movements 
and bursting into action in the turmoil of cabinets, in the mustering 
of armies, and the downfall of dynasties. So long as their mental 
vision was uncouched of the cataracts which obscured it, they could 
discern only the common and obvious causes of national conflict, the 
ambition of princes, the aspirings of demagogues, the clashing of 
rival interests, the outbreak of lawless passions. But here by the 
light of the lamp of prophecy the essential truth is revealed. It is 
Christianity, in the gradual development of its inner life, which has 
wrought these mighty commotions on the platform of the old Ro- 
man world. Although intrinsically a religion of peace, of benignity, 
of blessing, yet such have been the accidents of its relations, that 
it could not assume the sway to which it was destined without 
crushing with a bloody tread the antagonist powers that arrayed 
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themselves in its path. Consequently in the pregnant imagery be- 
fore us we behold the crowned conqueror clothed with a vesture 
dipped in blood, in righteousness judging and making war, and 
treading the wine-press of the fierceness and wrath of Almighty 
God. He is red (blood-stained) in his apparel, as he treads the 
wine-press alone, and of the people there is none with him ; for 
although his saints are here beheld in his train, yet they are present 
rather as spectators than as co-actors—rather to grace his triumph 
than to share in it. Accordingly it will be noticed that their rai- 
ment is of spotless white, showing no participation in the reddening 
stain, and indicating an innocence unimpeached of blood, even while 
the religion of which they are the votaries becomes the occasion— 
not the cause—of ‘ incarnadining’ the glorious apparel of its sym- 
bolic representative. And surely to the fact no intelligent mind 
can be insensible, that it is Christianity in the abstract, and not 
Christians in the concrete, that has waged war with the despotisms 
of the Roman earth. It is the progress of gospel principles that has 
constituted the sanguinary march of the Rider of the apocalyptic 
vision. 

From a view of the whole it is clear that the leading action of 
the vision is warlike. Here is ‘judging and making war ;’ here is 
a ‘ vesture dipped in blood ;’ here is a ‘ruling with a rod of iron ;’ 
here is a ‘treading the wine-press of the wrath of God.’ These 
are expressions significant of the calamities of war. And the accu- 
mulated crowns are emblems of victories obtained over enemies. 
But the whole scene transpires on earth ; the mystic Potentate fights 
in the persons of the human belligerents, anditherefore the combats 
and the conquests are really achieved by and over armies of mortal 
men, but men acting in such entire subserviency to the divine pur- 
poses, that they are as it were lost sight of, and their doings ascribed 
to those hidden agencies and influences which act through them. 
The result, which with many other items of the visionary trans- 
action is anticipatively set down, is, that Christianity becomes 
merged and resolved into Christ, its divine author and its informing 
life, and he is eventually acknowledged King of kings and Lord of 
lords. In other words, the principles and the power of his divine 
religion gradually assume the ascendency over all antagonist influ- 
ences. These glorious results naturally refer themselves in the 
minds of men to their proper source; the kingdoms of this world 
become the kingdoms of our Lord and of his Christ, and he is to 
reign forever and ever ; and this is the same with the saints taking 
the kingdom and possessing the kingdom under the whole heaven 
for an equally indefinite tract of time. The grand obstacle in the 
way of the accomplishment of this result is the power of the Beast 
and the Little Horn, and this is finally though gradually abolished 
in the catastrophe here recorded. They are taken alive, or in the 
vi or of their action, and cast into the lake of fire burning with 
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brimstone ; and this is a doom identical with that announced by 
Daniel in reference to precisely the same power. 

At the same time, we know not that the true scope of the prophe- 
cy necessitates the belief of the physical destruction of the materiel, 
the personnel, of this doomed confederacy. We do not know that 
a just construction of these predictive oracles requires us to suppose 
that the extinction of civil and spiritual despotism must necessarily 
involve the masses of the population among whom it exists. That 
its fall will crush its more obstinate upholders is in the highest de- 
gree probable, but as the slaying of the Beast with the Gothic 
sword left the great mass of the Roman people still alive, though 
multitudes perished, so we are inclined to believe will it be in the 
grand finale here predicted. The destruction of the Beast will be 
the destruction of the governments whose genius is bestial. It is 
said, Amos 2 : 2, “ Moab shall die with tumult.”’, This implies, not 
that the nation should be physically destroyed, but that they should 
be brought into subjection and bondage. 


Ver. 12. 
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ls concerning the rest of the beasts, they had their dominion 
taken away. Chal. jin22>8 sen RM “NOs and as to the rest of 
the beasts, they made to pass away their dominion (lit. their sul- 
tany) ; i.e. their dominion was made to pass away,—according to 
a very common idiom of the original, by which an impersonal 
active verb, whether in the singular or plural, is used in a passive 
sense. Thus, Dan. 4: 16, “ Let his heart be changed ;” lit. “ let 
them change his heart.” So also, v. 25,“ they shall make thee to 
eat grass”—* they shall wet thee with the dew ;”—v. 32, “ they 
shall drive thee from men,” &c., where the obvious import is that 
all these things should be done (pass.) to the king of Babylon. Of 
the various interpretations proposed of this verse, the following are 
principally entitled to attention : 

1. Calvin ( Prelect. in loc.) renders the verbs in the pluperfect: 
“From the rest of the beasts the power had been taken away, and 
a lengthening of life had been given them,” &c., adding by way of 
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comment, that “ there is no doubt the prophet here relates what in 
a just order ought to have preceded, inasmuch as the kingdoms of 
which he speaks had been abolished prior to the Roman; and as 
the sacred writers are not always observant of the true series of 
narration, but often relate in one place what has been omitted in 
another, therefore the prophet, after saying that the fourth beast 
was slain and consumed, goes on to remark, what he had before 
omitted concerning the others, that they had had their dominion 
taken away, though their lives were prolonged to a season and time, 
i. e. a fit, opportune, appropriate time.” 

This construction is favored by the ancient Rabbinical para- 
phrase of Jacchiades: “ And they took away the dominion of the 
rest of the beasts, but a prorogation of life was granted to them for 
a season and a time ; by which is denoted a season and time defi- 
nite and short, in which the former kingdoms reigned, whose do- 
minion they afterwards took away.” 

(2.) Vitringa (Dissert. ad Vat. Dan. Emblem. p. 504) elicits a 
somewhat different shade of meaning from the prophetic text, as 
he makes the ‘ life ’ and the ‘ dominion’ identical. The design of the 
writer, according to him, is to announce that the rest of the beasts 
were slain equally with the fourth, and at the same time, life had 
been granted to them to a fixed period and not indefinitely. But 
instead of saying that they were slain, he says their dominion was 
taken away, explanatory of the emblem of slaying. For the 
phrases ‘ a beast is slain,’ and ‘ his dominion is taken away,’ are of 
equivalent import, the one emblematic, the other proper. As to 
the other clause of the passage, he is of course compelled to under- 
stand it in the pluperfect : “ As to the rest of the beasts, their do- 
minion (i. e. their life) was taken away, for it had been continued 
to them up to a certain or fixed period.”” He accordingly supposes 
that the prophet immediately after uses the term ‘ life’ as epexeget- 
ical of ‘dominion’ in order to preclude any uncertainty as to its true 
meaning. Those therefore he considers as manifestly in error who 
distinguish the ‘ life’ from the ‘ dominion,’ and hold that the former 
was continued after the latter was taken away. The occasion of 
this error he supposes to be furnished by the sense put upon the 
connecting term * and, as if it were intended to imply that the pro- 
longation of life was subsequent to the taking away of the dominion. 
But * in the phrase ‘ and a prolonging of life,’ &c., is either to be 
taken causally, as equivalent to because, for, a sense which it fre- 
quently has, or as a relative equivalent to which or whom. In this 
case the clause would properly read, “ And the dominion was taken 
away from the rest of the beasts, to whom a prolonging of life had 
been given for a season,” the expression ‘and was given to them’ 
being the same as ‘ to whom was given,’ of which Cocceius in his 
Lexicon has given ample proof. 


(3.) Sir Isaac Newton (Observ. on Dan. p. 31) maintains that 
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the three first beasts are in the eye of prophecy still living, and 
that they are to be sought for in those regions of the earth which 
were their geographical seat at the time of their ascendency. “The 
four beasts are still alive, though the dominion of the three first be 
taken away. The nations of Chaldea and Assyria are still the first 
beast. Those of Media and Persia are still the second beast. Those 
of Macedon, Greece, and Thrace, Asia Minor, Syria, and Egypt, 
are still the third. And those in Europe, on this side Greece, are 
still the fourth.” In this view Bishop Newton and the mass of 
modern commentators concur. 

(4.) A widely different view is suggested by Mede ( Book 4, ep. 
24, 25), who supposes the original term for ‘ beast’ (&m1"") to be in 
the singular instead of the plural, and to refer to the other parts of 
the fourth Beast, or the residue of it, 1. e. the other parts besides the 
body, or, more expressly, the ten horns. But as the pronominal 
affixes are plural, this he accounts for on the ground that “ this ‘rest 
of the beast’ had in it a plurality of kingdoms, according to the rule 
of the grammarians, that a singular antecedent to be taken collect- 
ively or distributively may have plural number answer to it.” But 
to this it is a serious and probably an insuperable objection, that 
the singular pointing which he ascribes to the uigiedl Viz. XMM 
is not that which is read in the text. This is 8m1"n, and is undoubt- 
edly plural. Besides, it is in fact the ten horns which in the pro- 
phet’s estimate constitute the body of the Beast, so that they cannot 
form what he terms its ‘ residue.’ 

We are compelled then to seek for a still more eligible mode 
of solving the enigmas of our text, and our a@ priori impressions 
would undoubtedly be, that the passage, coming in such close con- 
nexion with the oracle respecting the destruction of the fourth 
Beast, pointed to an event which had a chronological relation not 
very remote from the former. It seems to indicate something in 
respect to three former Beasts which would very naturally be intro- 
duced in this connexion. What should that be but their final pro- 
phetic destiny? And this would certainly appear to imply that in 
some sense they were still considered as /iving up to the time at 
which the fourth Beast went finally into perdition. But as those 
Beasts, in the distinctive form of the Babylonish, Persian, and 
Grecian empires, had given place to the Roman, if they are still 
alive at the close of the Roman dominion, it must be in those po- 
litical powers which are still found in the geographical territories 
formerly occupied by the precedent monarchies, and this would 
seem to shut us up to Sir Isaac Newton’s interpretation given above. 
We may perhaps adopt this without detriment to the truth of the 
imagery, although it gives a somewhat Jess determinate import to 
the symbol than is usually to be recognised. It makes it a general 
representative of the nations other than those which are more strictly 
embraced within the limits of the Roman sovereignty. But we 
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find in the following chapter, Dan. 8: 4, that the term is used in 
this latitude, “I saw the ram pushing westward, and northward, 
and southward, so that no beast might stand before him,” i. e. no 
state, nation, or kingdom; and as we know that the Roman em- 
pire is considered in prophecy as more especially located in the 
West, the intimation may be, that after the destruction of that power, 
the leading despotisms of the East, including perhaps those of Rus- 
sia and Turkey, were to survive its overthrow for a short period, 
when they also were to pass away under the wasting process of 
the judgment which was to consume every power that stood in the 
way of the establishment of the everlasting kingdom of the saints. 
And in this connexion it is not perhaps unworthy of notice, that the 
original word for dominion (325 solfan) has been remarkably pre- 
served in the title Swltwn, which throughout the Mohammedan 
world embodies the grand idea of ruling power. If this view of 
the prophet’s meaning be correct, it will perhaps fix another point 
of parallelism with the apocalyptic visionings, Rev. 19 : 21, where 
after relating the catastrophe of the Beast and the False Prophet, 
John immediately adds, that “the remnant were slain with the 
sword of him that sat upon the horse.” As this ‘ sword,’ however, 
is the mystical designation of the written word, which is the ‘ sword 
of the Spirit,’ the interpretation proposed would make the ‘taking 
away of their dominion’ to be by their conversion to the truth of 
the gospel, which would be a complete transformation of the genius 
of those bestial despotisms. 


[TO BE CONTINUED.] 
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MILLENARIANISM Derenpep; a Reply to Professor Stuart’s “ Strictures 
on the Rev. G. Duffield’s recent Work on the Second Coming of 
Christ.” By George Duffield. New-York: Mark H. Newman. 12mo. 
pp- 182. 


Dr. DurrieLp has in this little work condensed a very large amount 
of vigorous argument, caustic criticism, and successful vindication. Ifhe 
has failed to satisfy us entirely of the truth of the general view of pro- 
pheey which he holds, he has certainly succeeded in rebutting a multitude 
of the charges brought against his theory by Professor Stuart, and in 
turning the tables upon his opponent. He has shown that the Professor’s 
grand objection to the scheme of “historical reality” in the scope of the 
scriptural predictions of the future is unfounded; he has clearly evinced 
that he is justified, by the common usage of language, in maintaining 
that prophecy points, in its fulfilment, to events that become matter of his- 
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tory—events visibly occurring in this world, and externally manifesting 
themselves ; and consequently that Professor Stuart’s attempt to confine 
the range of a large portion of the prophecies to the ‘ world of mind,’ to 
the utter exclusion of the world of matter, is abortive. “ Prophecy,” he 
maintains, “is adapted to our complex state of existence as spiritual and 
corporeal beings, dependent for our knowledge as well on our senses as 
on our intellectual perceptions and abstractions. The theatre for its great 
and glorious and final developments and fulfilment lies wholly on this 
globe—in events and scenes to occur here, and tooccur in such manner and 
manifestations as to be perceptible by sensible creatures or mortal men.” 
This position we may admit the author fairly to have made out, while at 
the same time we should probably differ essentially from him as to the 
manner in which these sublime predictions shall go into accomplishment. 
But on this whole department of his theme we think Dr. Duffield has 
presented a specimen of acute and masterly reasoning, such as we shall 
look for in vain in the pages of Professor Stuart. 

That the work is marked by a tone of stringent severity is undoubt- 
edly true ; but it isno easy matter for a writer to preserve a vein of calm 
and philosophic equanimity under the conviction that his arguments on 
a subject of vast importance have been unfairly dealt with—that his views 
have been misrepresented—his language garbled—his conclusions held 
up to ridicule ; while his premises are slurred over and disregarded. The 
injustice that is often done in this way is always more palpable to an au- 
thor himself than to any one else, and it is scarcely to be wondered at 
that in self-vindication he should feel himself called upon sternly to re- 
buke a wrong, at the same time that he confutes an error. We find in 
Paul himself an occasional mingling of a tone of indignant reproof against 
a perverse wresting of the truths which he uttered. 

That the scheme of prophetic interpretation advocated by Dr. Duf- 
field is open, in several points, to the animadversions of his reviewer, we 
do not hesitate to believe; but we still find great fault with Professor 
Stuart’s mode of dealing with the subject. He has not, in the main, 
attempted to confute Dr. Duffield’s errors by establishing the opposite 
truths. He has brought together what he considers the leading positions 
or assumptions of Dr. Duffield, and presented them as a kind of catena of 
absurdities, evidently relying upon their effect as an outrage upon the 
general fixed belief of the Christian world, instead of entering upon a 
course of thorough exegesis in order to disprove their scriptural sound- 
ness. Thus, for instance, under No. 14, he states the following as one of 
the features of Dr. Duffield’s scheme: “During this period the earth 
will undergo a remarkable transformation, by great geological and at- 
mospheric changes ; so that although men in the flesh will still die, yet 
the period of youth will only be in bloom at the age of one hundred years.” 
Now we would ask, what could be the design of introducing this senti- 
ment in such a connexion as will obviously subject it to a degree of oppro- 
brium, when the sun in the heavens is not more apparent than that the 
Holy Spirit, by the prophet Isaiah, has announced just such a period as 
that here described? Does not Professor Stuart believe this to be an in- 
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spired prediction that will certaialy in due time be accomplished? If so, 
when—how—where? These are the questions which Dr. Duffield has 
endeavored, by the application of the acknowledged laws of hermeneu- 
tics, to answer. The attempt in itself is certainly a praiseworthy one, 
prompted to it as he is by a supreme regard to the glory of divine truth, 
which is the more honored the more fully it is unfolded in its riches of im- 
port. Possibly he may be mistaken in its bearings. But he surely has 
aright to demand that before his conclusions are held up to view in a dis- 
paraging light, their erroneousness shall be shown by an appeal to the 
same laws of exegesis as those upon which he relies. Ifhe has not rightly 
interpreted the meaning of Isaiah, what is that meaning? And so of 
nearly every item in the catalogue of counts which the Professor has ar- 
rayed on the principle of the argumentum ducens in absurdum or ad invi- 
diam, either of which are out of place in a question so open to difference 
of opinion as the abstrusities of unfulfilled prophecy. 

Now we do not hesitate to say, that as the offensive tenets which Pro- 
fessor Stuart has paraded in rank and file from Dr. Duffield’s book are 
actually contained in the letter of revelation, he is perfectly warranted in 
demanding, that whoever assumes the office of passing judgment on his 
construction shall clearly show by exegetical arguments the grounds and 
reasons of the sentence which he utters. He certainly is not the man to 
occupy this seat of adjudication who merely exclaims, “ Who can satisfy 
us about occurrences, which would seem to lie beyond any region reach- 
ed by the loftiest or most vagarious flight that the imagination of man 
has ever taken or can take?” But these occurrences, mean what 
they will, form a part of that revelation which God has given to man for 
his high behoof, and no one is fairly to be charged with soaring upon ‘ va- 
garious’ pinions into the regions of pure imagination who soberly sets him- 
self to the work of investigating the purport of any part of the lively ora- 
cles. IfGod has been pleased, through the medium of mystic visions and 
symbols, to communicate his ultimate purposes to man, he has undoubt- 
edly made these announcements that they might be studied and expound- 
ed, and it is a strange way of putting honor upon divine disclosures to 
throw out disparaging insinuations in respect to well-meant endeavors to 
compass their meaning, as if it were merely giving play to the ‘ imagina- 
tion.’ 

The grand objection that Professor Stuart urges against the views of 
Dr. Duffield is their inconsistencies and incongruities, both theological and 
critical. But it should not be forgotten that Dr. Duffield professes to point 
out a great many particulars in which the common views of scriptural 
eschatology are equally inconsistent and incongruous with other plain de- 
clarations of holy writ, and his arguments deserve to be fairly met and 
answered, not by appeals to prejudice, but ina way of thoroughgoing 
and manly discussion. A writer who honestly avows before God his su- 
preme anxiety to know and his readiness to receive what the Bible teaches 
as well in its prophetic as its preceptive portions, and who with this view 
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plants himself upon the principles of a just interpretation, has a solemn 
right to be heard on that ground, and he who replies to his reasonings by 
simply arraying against him the odiwm theologicum, virtually admits that 
he cannot encounter him with the appropriate weapons. 

For ourselves, we repeat that we differ most essentially from the lead- 
ing conclusions of Dr. Duffield. But we should feel that in controverting 
them we were bound to state what we thought the disputed passages did 
mean, as well as what they did not, and both this and his former work 
evince most unequivocally, that he would never think of meeting us in 
case of a debate on any other ground. B. 


Propuecy INTERPRETED LITERALLY OR SpiriTua..y; or the Millenist 
and Millenarian Views of Scriptural Interpretation. Baltimore : 
D. Owen & Son. 


Tuts isa pamphlet of some seventy pages, containing on the back 
cover an intimation of its being an extra of the Sprrir oF THE x1x CEN- 
TURY, an original monthly periodical conducted by the Rev. Robert J. 
Breckenridge, D. D., Baltimore. It is a very able and skilful balancing 
of the evidence in favor of the two modes of Literal and Spiritual Inter- 
pretation. The leanings of the author can perhaps be dimly discerned to 
the former principle, but he evinces so much sobriety of judgment, and 
holds the rein with such a firm grasp over all the tendencies to a rash 
commitment, thathis work has far more the air of the carefully-pondered 
decision of the judge, than of the partisan plea of the advocate. Itis the 
production of one who has profoundly studied the subject, and the amount 
of information which he brings to the discussion, and which is especially 
displayed in an incidental way in the notes, is very great. B. 


Practical REFLECTIONS ON THE Seconp Apvent. By the Rev. Hugh 
White, Dublin. New-York: Robert Carter. 12mo. pp. 240. 


Tuis is what its title imports, not an argumentative treatise on the 
doctrine of the Second Personal Advent of the Saviour prior to the Mil- 
lennium, but a series of rich practical reflections, such as are calculated 
to impress deeply the pious mind in case that should perchance be the 
true teaching of Revelation on the subject; a contingency which we 
should judge the author deems not improbable. He writes at any rate 
as if he thought the evidence stronger on that head than it appears to be 
to us. But the work is admirable in tone, drift, and unction. B. 





